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ary, 1842, was made, and the money then ascertained to be due
Hall and wife being now paid and brought into court, the ques-
tion as to its proper application is presented and has been ar-
gued upon the petition of the executor of William Stewart,
already referred to, and the answer to said petition by Richard
B. Darnall, filed on the 13th of March, 1847,

By a paper filed in the cause on the 5th of July, 1845, the
genuineness of which, as of all other papers and documents on
both sides, is admitted, it appears that Mrs. Hall, her husband
being then dead, on the 12th of the preceding month of June,
assigned and transferred to said Darnall all her interest in the
said suits, and in the note of William D. Clagett before men-
tioned, and authorized and empowered him to have said suits
entered for his use, and to prosecute the same, and to collect
the money due on the note by suit or otherwise. Upon the
face of the assignment it was stated to be in consideration of a
previous assignment in favor of Darnall, executed by Mrs. Hall
about the 19th of August, 1841, but which was lost, and for
other valuable considerations; and Darnall in his answer states
that many years anterior to 1841 he had advanced large sums
of money for the support of Hall and his wife, and their family,
under the promise and full belief that they would be repaid to
him out of the money they might recover in this suit. That on
the 19th of August, 1841, he came to Annapolis and procured
from the solicitor of Hall and wife the form of an assignment
" which was executed by Mrs. Hall, her husband being then dead,
to secure him in part for his said advances the sum of one
thousand dollars, and that this assignment, which was sent to
Annapolis, bas been lost or mislaid.

The case, then, as exhibited by the proceedings in the cause,
is simply this: Mrs. Henrictta M. Hall and her husband,
Richard Hall, are prosecuting a suit in the Court of Chancery
for the recovery of a sum of money, or the proceeds and profits
of certain property, held by trustees for her use under the will
of her father. Whilst that case is depending in the Court
of Appeals upon appeal from the decree of the Chancellor, Mrs.
Hall and her husband, on the 22d of October, 1835, for a valu-



